bilderberg meetings 


MEGEVE, FRANCE 

April 19, 20 and 21, 1974 


NOTICE TO PARTICIPANTS 


GENERAL INFORMATION 


It is customary to observe certain conventions at all Bilderberg 
Conferences. 

Irrespective of their official positions, all participants attend in a 
strictly personal capacity. 

The meetings do not attempt to formulate policy or even reach 
conclusions, no resolutions are submitted for discussion or voted upon. 
The purpose of the debate is to present a comprehensive review of the 
problems on the Agenda, from which each participant is free to draw 
his own conclusions. It is hoped, however, that those who attend the 
meetings may be better equipped to use their influence to improve 
relations in the world. 

Fruitful discussion requires an atmosphere of mutual trust so that 
participants can express themselves frankly. For this reason, the press 
and public are excluded and neither background papers nor speeches 
are published. Moreover, all correspondence concerning Bilderberg 
should be considered personal and confidential. 

In the final report, which is circulated only to participants in the 
Bilderberg Meetings, opinions are summarized but speakers are not 
quoted by name. This report normally includes the names of all par- 
ticipants. 

Participants who would prefer that their names be omitted are asked 
to inform the Secretariat accordingly. 

The list o f participants will be given to the Press before the Conference 
opens. If you object to the inclusion of your name in this list, please 
notify the Secretariat as soon as possible. 
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PLACE OF THE MEETING 


The Meeting will be held at the Mont d’Arbois Hotel in Megeve 
(France), approximately 70 km from Geneva. 

The full address is: 


Hotel du Mont d’Arbois 
74120 Megeve 
France 

Telephone: (50) 21 25 03 & 21 03 58 
Telex: 34085 F MTDARBOI 
Cables: Mondarbois Megeve 


ACCOMMODATION 


The Hotel is situated on the plateau of Mont d’Arbois, 3 km from 
the centre of Megeve. 

The hotel will be reserved exclusively for participants of the Meeting. 

Rooms and meals with table wines or beer will be provided free to 
participants. All extras - drinks, telephone calls, transport other than 
from/to the Airports/Railway Station, laundry, pressing service etc. - 
will be at the participants’ own expense. The hotel will undertake 
arrangements for all laundry and pressing service requirements. Taxis 
are available at the hotel. 

In the event of participants being accompanied by members of their 
family or their staff, the latter can be accommodated at their own 
expense in other hotels in Megeve. The Secretariat will assist with the 
necessary reservation arrangements. It is, however, essential that the 
Secretariat be informed well in advance of the additional accommoda- 
tion required, as hotel rooms during this period are limited. 


4 


PROGRAM 


Participants are requested to arrive the day before the Conference 
opens, i.e. Thursday April 18, so that the sessions can start on Friday 
April 19, at 9.30 a.m. 

Sessions will be held every day, both in the morning and in the 
afternoon, at times to be announced at the end of the preceding session. 

On Sunday, April 21, there will be a session from 9 a.m. to 12 a.m. 
The Chairman would very much appreciate it if participants would 
not leave before the end of the session. 

If desired, participants may stay until Monday morning, provided 
early notice to that effect is given. 

No evening dress is required. During April the temperature usually 
varies from 32° F (0° C) at night to 59° F (15° C) in the day time. 
It would be advisable to provide for extra warm clothing and suitable 
shoes in the event of snow or thaw. 

LANGUAGES 

The official languages of the Conference will be English and French, 
and all documents will be translated into these languages. Simultaneous 
interpretation into English and French will be provided during the 
sessions. 


CURRENCY 

Travellers’ cheques can be cashed and foreign currency exchanged 
at the Mont d’Arbois Hotel. 

TRANSPORT 

Transport between Geneva Airport (65 km of which 25 km are on 
the Motorway), Sallanches Railway Station (15 km) and the Mont 
d'Arbois Hotel will be provided by the Secretariat. It should be noted 
that there is a small Airfield (length of runway 400m) at Megeve for 
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private planes. Since the possibilities of transport are numerous and 
varied (Sr and rail), more precise details are at your d.sposirion should 

y0 SctpLmTre requested to arrange for their own transport and to 
inform the Secretariat as soon as possible of their travel arrangements 
on the enclosed card. 

To facilitate identification, participants are requested to attach o 
their luggage the Bilderberg tags provided by the Secretariat. Should 
a participant fail to be met on arrival at Geneva Airport, he shou 
proceed to the Information Desk. 

In view of t he distance and the number of cars available, an expe- 
ditious tran sport service can be assured only, if these requests are 
complied with. 


SECRETARIAT OF THE MEETING 

Prior to Monday, April 15, all correspondence and cables concerning 
the Meeting should be addressed to: 

Bilderberg Meetings 
Smidswater 1 
Telephone: (70) 462121 
The Hague, Netherlands 
Cables: BILDERMEETINGS 

and from Tuesday, April 16, to the end of the Conference to: 

Bilderberg Meetings 

c/o Hotel du Mont d’Arbois 

74120 Megeve 

France 

Telephone: (50) 21 25 03 & 21 03 58 
Telex: 34085 F MTDARBOI 
Cables: Mondarbois Megeve 
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BILDERBBjRG MEETINGS 


ORDRE DU JOUR 


Perspectives de I'Alliance Atlantique 


AGENDA 


The Prospects for the Atlantic World 


BILDERBERG MEETINGS 


APRIL 1974 


GENERAL RULES OF PROCEDURE 


Participants are requested to speak no longer than five minutes at 
a time ; a timing device will be in operation. If you wish to speak 
longer, will you please consult either the Chairman or Mr. van 
der Beugel , or Mr. Johnson. 

One-minute interventions are always permitted and those who wish 
to respond to a particular point right away are welcome even after 
the order of speakers has been established. Please raise your hand 
to signal the Chairman. 


These one-minute interventions are often preferable to longer ones, 
as they are likely to make the discussion much more animated. 

^ocldn d ° W ? f n ° teS a . nd wading them slowly is generally not a good 
procedure - it slows down a discussion, and normally everyone can 

aZ s/ealT/fZt ^ iOW " 9 d °"" ° »«l« P-l"* 

Rememoer : this is a discussion group . 

/ill I,".'' ' ,,J ' ’ ,he 

If'/piUh*. ° n ' y W<,y ,0 9Ut,ran,ee t0al1 th.,r real freedom 


IMLDERBERG MEETINGS 


APRIL 1974 


PRATICAL INFORMATION 


Ma i n pol nts 


Mea I s 


Mee ti ngs 


Conference-room and Dining-room on the ground floor. 
Secretary's office on the ground floor near conference room 
and in the basement. 

Travel agency at the Concierge's lodge on the ground floor, 
near the Reception. 

Brea kfast from 7.30a.m. o nwa rds, in the dining- room or 
in the bedrooms. 

Lunch (buffet) around 1 p . m . and Dinner around 8p.m. 

First meeting at 9.30 a . m . on Friday Apri I 19th. 


Return travel 
Mail 

Telegrams 
and Telex 

Newspapers 
Excha nge 


La undry a nd 
press! ng 


Ha irdresser 


Sa una 


The participants are requested to fill in the attached 
formulary as soon as they arrive, and to give i t i n to 
the travel agency. 

Please see the concierge . 

Received and sent by the Reception 

Newspaper stall in the main entrance, on the left. 

All operations in foreign exchange and travellers cheques 
are done at the Reception. 

Credit cards accepted : Eurocard, American Express, 
Diners'Club, Banque Rothschild. 

Please ring the housemaid before 9a.m. 

Clothes are returned around 6 p.m. (closed on Sunday) 


Please see the ce/icierge. 

The hotel sauna Is open from 8a.m. to 8 p.m. 

Please see the hostess on the ground floor. 

Drinks, telegrams, telephone, etc... are charged to the 

participants (List of drinks attached). 

The participants are requested to sign for each drink. 
Taxes and service c harges are included . 


Personal 


B I LDSRBSRG MBETIN GS 


T A R I F BAR 


Apdritifs 

Porto 

Port-Sherry 

Drinks & cocktails 

Whisky 

Champagne 1/4 

Cognac 

Bra ndy 

Eaux Minerales 
Mineral Waters 

Bieres fra ngaises 
French beers 

Bieres etra ngeres 
Imported beers 

Jus de frui ts 
Fruit Jui ce 

Coca-cola, Schweppes, Gini, 1/4 Perrier . . 

Cafe 

Coffee 

The 

Tea 


F rancs Frangais 
6 b 11 
8 

10 d 12 
8 & 15 
26 

10 d 16 
5 

5 

6 


6 


5 

3 

4 


Taxes et service cotnpris 
Tax and Service charge Included 
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BiEDERBERG MEETINGS 


AVRiL 1974 
APRIL 1974 


PROGRAMME 


VENDREDI 19 AVRIL - FRIDAY 19th 

APRIL 


Session du matin 

Morning Session 

9.30 - 

12.45 

Pa use 

Coffee break 

10.45 - 

11 .00 

De jeuner 

Buffet Lunch 

13.00 


Session de I'apres-midi 
Afternoon Session 

15.00 - 

17.30 

Aperitif 

Cocktails 



Diner 

Dinner 

. 20.00 


SAMEDI 20 AVRIL - SATURDAY 20th 

APRIL 


Session du matin 
Morning Session 

.9.30 - 

12.45 

Pause 

Coffee break 

10.45 - 

1 1 .00 

Dejeuner 
Buffet Lunch 

13.00 


Session de I'apres-midi 
Afternoon Session 

15.00 - 

17.30 

Aperitif 

Cocktails 



Di ner 
Dinner 

20.00 


DIMANCHE 21 AVRIL - SUNDAY 21st APRIL 


Session 

• • • • • • 

9.00 - 

12 noon 


Session 


Dejeuner 
Buffet Lunch 



■ v 'iK V.T if IX -lii S 


t«jk iLvmm, February 1974 

SMIDSWATOK 1 
TEIjEPHONE 40 2181 

TE^KGHAMS mrDKRMF.KTINUS 



T HE PROS PEC TS FOR EUROPEAN AMERICAN RELATIONS 

(The following points do not pretend to be exhaustive) 

A. ASSUMPTIONS AND FACTS OF THE PAST 

(The fifties and the beginning of the sixties) 

1) European unification would in a relatively short time 
create a single political and economic actor of major 
importance on the world scene. 

2) It was considered an American interest to support that 
process with all means. 

3) The U.K. would join the Communities. Politically this 
would imply a more stable "atlantic" orientation of the 
Communities . 

4) The interest and policies of the U.S. and the United 
Europe would be roughly parallel and there did not seem 
to be any inconsistency between European unification and 
Atlantic cooperation. 

5) The Alliance would be based on a "two-pillar" system, 
but it was taken for granted that it would be led by the 
U.S. from its position of predominant economic power and 
undisputed military superiority. 

6 ) The international system was dominated by the adverse 
j- 0 2 . a. t ionship between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. . 

7) There was not yet an absolute military parity between the 
U.S. and the U.S.S.R.. 

NATO strategy was based on American nuclear superiority, 
substantial presence of American troops in Europe and a 
reasonable conventional defense effort of the other NATO 


partners . 
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® r itish and French nuclear capabilities were to remain 
marginal . 

The "two-pillar" concept of the Atlantic Alliance was 
not thought through in its possible military implications. 

8) The framework for international economic relations would 
be liberal (GATT, Int. Monetary Fund, free trade, most 
favoured nation concept, fixed parities, predominance of 
the dollar, etc., etc.). 

9) These views were shared by the overwhelming majority of 
those who made and influenced policy. 


B. 


Re Ai: 


Re A2) 
and 
Re A4) 


THE PRESENT (what went wrong with the assumptions) 

While crises, as Jean Monnet once said, are the great 
federators, the oil crisis proved that this is not 
necessarily the case in Western Europe. A relatively small 
push revealed the true state of Europe and European unity. 

It revealed notably the contradiction between the persistent 
tendency of the member states to use Community membership 
to serve their seperate national interests and their 
declared goal of creating a full European Union. 

The result exceeds the worst fears of even confirmed 
pessimists. The picture shows a mixture of disarray and 

impotence . 

The disillusionment in the U . S . about European unity is 
ambivalent . On the one hand there is a great disappointment 
about the slowness and even the possible collapse of the 
European integration process. 

On the other hand, there is a growing awareness that even 
if unity should be achieved, the interests and P° llc ^ s 
o£ the two sides of the Atlantic would not necessarily 

Lntical ( "we cannot be indifferent to the tendency to 
identica ident ity as facilitating seperateness 

justify European identi y . said in 

£ro m th e U.S." the American Secretary of State 

London on December 12th 1973). 
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Re A3: 


So the questions asked by policy minded people in the U.S. 
are first: "Will European unity be achieved? Will we have 
a partner?" And the second question is: "What will that 
partner do to our interests?". 

These questions were muted in the fifties and a substantial 
part of the sixties. 

On the European side, a similar ambivalence exists. 

On the one hand, there are growing frustrations about the 
benign, or in some eyes, even non-benign neglect by the 
U.S. of its traditional partners (superpower condominium, 
August, 1971, announcement of the "Year of Europe" 
without sufficient consultation, etc., etc.). 

On the other hand, the Western European countries know that 
in matters of defense they are completely dependent on 
American power. 

These two contradictory tendencies are combined with the 
frustration that after the Middle East crisis (both the 
war and the energy crisis) it became apparent that Western 
Europe with 40% of the world gold reserves, 30% of its 
foreign trade, 20% of its industrial product and 10% of its 
population, counted for precisely nothing in terms of 

political power. 

in other words, the discrepancy between economic and 
political power is not conducive to a constructive 
relationship between Europe and the U.S.. 

The U.K. has joined the Communities. In many matters and 
certainly in two important ones - the unwillingness o 

cLunity solutions and matters of foreign PoUcy - 
_ the British attitude is closer to the French 
other members of the Community. 
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Re AS) One 


Re A6 ) 


pillar (the European one) only exists in a very 
limited economic sense (customs union and agriculture) 
and not at all in other matters. 

The leadership of the U.S. has been severely shaken, both 
in terms of acceptability in Europe and acceptability in 
the U.S.. Until the events of October, the predominant economic 
position of the U.S. appeared to have been gravely affected 
by its balance of payments problems. 

All this aggravated the tension between political-military 
power of the U.S. and economic power of Europe. 


The cold-war consensus has disappeared. Today there exists 
a wider variety of opinions, ranging from: to e . 
detente means simply a smoke-screen behind which 
P^ares the same old policies: domination over Europe.^ 

seperat ion between Europe and the U^S ^ become 

rs over, in reality the U.S.S.R. ana 

allies" 


Re A 7 


Re A8 ) 


For a il practical purposes there is now military parity 

be tween the 0-S and supe riority created 

The disappearance ^ ^ 0cean ^ th . nuclear 

doubts on the otne tq 

commitment of the U .S . sldes of the ocean about 

Grave dou * tB “ “ maintain a substantial American conven- 

the possibility 

tional force in Europe. ^ been n o substantial 

Despite t-se twin -u ^ strategy became 

increas ;,: ie of tactical nuclear weapons etc.,. 

irade policies are rapidly breaking down and m 

many 1 instances only element in internatior 

The introduction^ ^ , hlft to „ards a scarcity 

economic t 
economy • 
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Even before the October war one could observe: 

- the decline of a universally accepted"law" in international 
economic relations, in part because of a decline of U.S. 
support, in part because the simple consensus which 
equalled welfare with efficient production was breaking 

down ; 

- hence the proliferation of quantitative restrictions, 
uni- or bi-laterally imposed, which began to evolve 
into a politically determined international division 
of labour ("voluntary restrictions ! U.S. Canadi 
Au to agreement ; Euro-dapanese agreements on shipbuilding 
and electronics ; unilateral safeguard clauses,, 

. the growing insistence by gove.nrnent to ^ 

r n 1 rana p of 3 c t i ^ 1 1 1 6 * f 

thei r borders a an d low technology 

of comparative advantages 

industries) ; ^ internat ional 

- ‘"I r/te al monetary policies within a greatly 
international monetary system. 

have been strengthened and made quasi 

ai1 introduction „* p-— 

permanent, ny 

and price controls by 0 ■ ^ underestimation of 

Furthermore, there has bee international trade 

the possible conflict betwe Eu ro P ean community 

li.eralitatio^ah.-^I-eaion in the absence of any 
to maintain i other fields. 

real development m ^ u>s . a decline in the 

. been in both Europe assumptions. 

M) There has o£ those who accep 

number and 

listed under A above. 
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QC E ST 1' ::s for DISCUSSION 


JLtSI 1 :ui UiDV.UDOiUH 

(The : o V • >w i nq questions should also be seen in the .Light 
of recent events in the Middle East and the energy crisis, 
,-rtuinly not exclusively so.) 


but 

1 . what is a realistic assumption as to the process of 
European integration? 

Are 


mean i l c* t- . 

Are v:e faced with a total breakdown; 
What are the causes of the present d: 
f mo ^ r pf witnessing an oi 


t c; arr^v and is there 

present- uisarrdy , 

, BV hope t ha t we are witnessing an only temporary ^ S et-bacK7 
This question should be mainly discussed in mtra 

European terms. 

rhararter of detente? 

2 ‘tm a — » - 

h‘st-west relations? the assessment 

I. .hero any substantial ^ ^ major 

of gov lot pol £ ' e b s Y or h Ltween the major European powers, 
Kurcoean countries or 

(Franco - Germany) . or scope for a European 

„ , here any realrstro possrbrlrty 

foreign policy? ld was based on a 

3 . Thc ooonom i c concept of th. .Western ^ ^ hope . expe ctation 
• ,-oncept or 

lno-rl assit a solid concept. 

. h is this still still compatible 

■f arowth. welfare-state stin 

x , i ho protection of t 

' th , he concept of free trad ^ politl cal) 

'r, organised power (both = un ions, multr- 

What will o P econQ mic concept? (« 

do to the 111 industrial)? fabric of 

nationals. £ infl ation on th 

■ i i be the impact 

What wili before the 

- — WnU-ntion was already a£tet the 

Government m be even more P 

crisis- Wli 
energy cn 

has passed. 

crisis has g 


n< 


o ' 
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Is massive national government intervention compatib 
with free trade (in the Communities and outside), or W1 
a lack of harmonization between these national interven 
inevitably lead to a collapse of the international 

economic order? ir 

Are there substantial differences between the econom 

developments in Europe and in the United States. 

_ rhf nr P sent NATO strategy and how is 
What is the essence of present nai 

' t affected by the situation of parity between the «• ■ 

and the U.S.S.R.? "hat is the importance of the 

rethinking of «1« [ £ « a' European defense 

Is there any possibility 

capability? 


capability- ln . plv 

f i relation possible between a lose y 
Is there any meaningfu and the United 

t-nrooean nation-states anu 

connected group the dynamism of European 

states? If we overestl to try to deal now with this 
integration, is it e terms of a two-pillar 

factual situation than » unrealistic to the relevant 

sys tem, which “^ * “* *„ ^ , a realistic 

future? If two-piH * shoul d then be 

concept, what and the United States? 

established between Weste^ ^ ^ ^ ^ „ hioh we cannot, 

Which are the areas i rican interests are identica , 

assume that European an „ non _ id entical" interests. 

Will it be possible t 

a) Europe and and japan? 

b) Europe, North 1£ ue fail to do so. 

What will be the and « ade policy? 


